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Questions for EPA:
Pet collars and products:

e There has been an increased number of calls, complaints and cases in some states with flea and
tick collars. Also, there has been an increased number of calls to EPA OPP and also Regional
Offices. Many issues are related to Seresto brand collars and products. When will EPA take
action on these complaints?

e What is EPA doing to conduct case and enforcement work to assess Seresto product issues?

e What is EPA doing to assess Aggregate Incident Summary information for cases?

e What is EPA doing to work with and collect information from Veterinary Associations incident
data and reports?

e What is the status of the EPA request for collecting information on a petition from the Center
for Biological Diversity requesting that the agency cancel the registration of insecticide product
PNR1427, more commonly known by its brand name Seresto (EPA Registration No. 11556-155),
and to suspend the registration pending cancellation? Seresto is a brand name for dog and cat
collars designed to kill fleas, ticks, and lice and contains the active ingredients flumethrin and
imidacloprid.

e What is the status of the EPA request for collecting pet incident data on four pesticides used in a
variety of agricultural and non-agricultural settings, including in residential pet products? These
pesticides are MGK-264, piperonyl butoxide (PBO), pyrethrins, and amitraz.

e What is EPA doing to evaluate all the pet products?

Chlorpyrifos:

® The federal register notice says that tolerances will be revoked on a specific date. When and
how will EPA take action to pull the registrations on the associated products?

® EPA only speaks to the fact that food tolerances are cancelled. When are the products actually
cancelled? How will the EPA be working directly with the registrants? How will the EPA be
working with states to inform the states of the exact products that are no longer
registered? States should be minimally impacted by these actions.

® What will EPA do for the use of existing stocks and end use provisions?

® What will EPA require for repackaging or relabeling of products?

® What action will be taken by EPA for the products in the channels of trade?

® States have concerns about being left with the financial burden to take back and dispose of
product in the channels of trade and on farm.

® What are the product disposal and take back provisions going to be from EPA and industry?

) What will be the time table for ongoing registration review for chlorpyrifos?

® What will the process be for assessing nonfood uses?

® What will be the time table for any additional environmental and ESA assessments for
chlorpyrifos?
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) What are the steps that EPA will take for the Channels of Trade Guidance in coordination with
FDA
o [ HYPERLINK
"https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=hitps%3A%2F%2Furldefense.com
%2Fv3%2F__ https%3A%2Fgcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com%2F%3Furl%3Dhttps*
3A*2F*2Furldefense.com*2Fv3*2F _ https*3A*2Fwww.fda.gov*2Fregulatory-
information*2Fsearch-fda-guidance-documents*2Fguidance-industry-channels-trade-
policy-commodities-residues-pesticide-chemicals-which-
tolerances__ *3B!!ICUhgQOZqV7M lylQa2j2bianRGSQx0qYEu-
0jWMshgj6uO_9PNpBK2n2XKNk6g4LeulHE4mZCI3_EI9vGhqd*24%26data%3D04*7C01*
7CGBahr*40agr.wa.gov*7C543b58ee301e4d537f7408d96653¢195*7C11d0e217264e40
0a8ba057dccl127d72d*7C0*7C0*7C637653333718276401*7CUnknown*7CTWFpbGZsb
3d8ey)WljoiMCAwLJAWMDAILCIQljoiV2IuMzliLCIBTil6lk1haWwiLCIXVCIEMn0*3D*7C20
00%26sdata%3DQtAaXDBaMgD1udlyyKeviQyBINSXh4O*2FPfvlRp9*2FU*2BE*3D%26re
served%3D0__ %3BJSUNSULSUBLSULSULSULISUNSUISULQHCUhgQOZgV7M12nd4455gvi
SkSRzKa-
790qqoZeGy9tb2ovifdPeedflzj9CarLozpNzTGckWIa3fCKfAW1Q0%24&data=04%7C01%7
CGBahr%40agr.wa.gov%7C78c46al1f7af347d741ea08d96d8adbd7%7C11d0e217264e40
0a8ba057dcc127d72d%7C0%7C0%7C637661266332691480%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZ
sb3d8eyJWIijoiMCAwLjAWMDAILCIQljoiV2IuMziiLCIBTil6 Ik LhaWwilL CIXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C
1000&sdata=8JuB%2FM%2BF45n3IHgcsc%2BVaBCx2rSVOYWOYOBFmMGEYRB0%3D&reser
ved=0"\t"_blank" ]
® Does EPA plan on providing any guidance on alternative pesticides and control methods for
the replacement of chlorpyrifos?

o California had a series of workgroups to address alternatives after we cancelled all Ag
uses of chlorpyrifos in 2019. They are summarized at the link: [ HYPERLINK
"https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.cdpr.ca.go
v%2Fdocs%2Fchlorpyrifos%2 Fworkgroup.htm&data=04%7C01%7CGBahr%40agr.wa.gov
%7C78c46alf7af347d741ea08d96d8adbd7%7C11d0e217264e400a8bal57dcc127d72d
%7C0%7C0%7C637661266332691480%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eylWIljoiMCAwlj
AwMDAILCIQljoiV2IuMzliLCIBTil6 Ik 1haWwiLCIXVCIEMn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=YC25K0x
m3tRp5AsZsZIQqlfskeltqiVinm3n5odwiTs%3D&reserved=0" ]

o U of M extension and the MDA did a short article on chlorpyrifos alternatives for
Midwest crops: [ HYPERLINK
"https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fblog-crop-
news.extension.umn.edu%2F2021%2F08%2Fenvironmental-protection-
agencys.html&data=04%7C01%7CGBahr%40agr.wa.gov%7C78c46alf7af347d741eal8d9
6d8adbd7%7C11d0e217264e400a8ba057dccl127d72d%7C0%7C0%7C637661266332701
438%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8ey)WljoiMCAwLjAwMDAILCIQljoiV2iuMzliLCIBTil6l
k1haWwilCIXVCIEMn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=gLtufR2eS%2BZx%2 FSRfGuxqf8idvn3%2Bo
epOnNFohK6lsX4%3D&reserved=0" ]

® After the cancellation of Engenia, Fexapan & Xtendimax, product in the channels of trade were
sent to the producing establishments to be relabeled with the new labels approved for use in
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2021-2025. For products that have approved food and non-food uses, would EPA allow these
registrants to relabel products in the channels of trade within 6 months of the publication of
tolerance revocation in the Federal Register? What would happen after this period of 6
months ends?

® How will EPA deal with products which have both food and on-food uses on the label. Would
industry relabel those products?
® Example of labels having uses for food crops and turfgrass. For example, Lorsban has use for

turfgrass on page 16: [ HYPERLINK
"https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.cdms.net%2Fldat
%2Fld02A003.pdf&data=04%7C01%7CGBahr%40agr.wa.gov%7C78c46alf7af347d741ea08d96
d8adbd7%7C11d0e217264e400a8ba057dccl127d72d%7C0%7C0%7C637661266332701438%7C
Unknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWljoiMCAwLjAwMDAILCIQljoiV2IuMzliLCIBTil6lklhaWwil.CIX
VCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=HdORmMuSIBgGbkOHxdQg9TrMuYSX1Ifp7jvNPv45ABbU%3D&re
served=0" ]

® Relative to Alternatives: This question was raised at our board today; all uses of chlorpyrifos
will be prohibited in Maine as of January 1, except by licensed applicators who obtain a permit
to use existing stock until Dec. 31, 2022. The details are being worked out.

® There are tolerances for beef, would it impact the eartag use?

® How will EPA follow up with FDA and USDA on chlorpyrifos, in a focused way related to
toxicology, food residues, tolerances, and commodities. Maybe that is part of the plan already
but if not will EPA work with the other federal agencies to collect data on food residues and
safety. Is there a plan for residue testing in the future?

Questions on Neonicotineid Treated Seeds: Disposal Issues and Environmental Assessments:

e What happens to large amounts of pesticide-coated seeds that is not planted but discarded at
the end of each season?

e What facilities accept disposal of bulk amounts of treated seed and how it is disposed of?

e What laws govern the disposal of bulk treated seed?

¢ How does disposal of treated seed impact groundwater and surface water contamination and
how this fits into EPA’s environmental risk assessments?

e Inthe recent round of Environmental Risk Assessments for neonicotinoids, the modeling tools
used assume that seed treatments applied at a depth of greater than 2 cm do not move offsite.
However, literature strongly indicates this is not the case.

e |s the USEPA considering a more robust environmental review for offsite transport and impact
to non-target organisms in registration of new seed treatment products?

Questions for EPA on Mosquito control mist blower use in residential settings:
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e Sl As are concerned about labeling and precautions regarding off-target movement of
insecticides used for private property mosquito adulticiding.

e The products labeled and intended for community-wide public health/vector control by
government officials or government authorized applicators.

e The risk/benefit registration decision for community-wide adulticiding products seems to have
considered the potential impacts of off-target movement.

e |tis much less clear that the “private residential products” being used in high powered
blowers/misters have been evaluated or clearly labeled for such uses.

e Mosquito adulticiding seems like an add on “other listed pests” kind of thing.

e The concept of drift to neighboring properties and sensitive human and environmental sites
seems to be unaddressed on these labels.

e What work, precautionary statements, and label evaluations has EPA been considering for these
kinds of private residential products?

Questions for EPA on PFAS:

Below is the information posted on EPA’s webpage for PEAS in Pesticide Packaging {[ HYPERLINK
"https://www.epa.gov/pesticides/pfas-packaging” ] ; Accessed on August 31, 2021).

SFIREG-EQI/POM working committees would appreciate to learn of updates on various aspects of the
PEAS in pesticides issue. Inserted are questions for updates on various questions that were initially
submitted to EPA earlier this year. The guestions are inserted and highlighted in italics and underlined
font.

Frequently Asked Questions

1. What is the definition of a PFAS compound in the context of pesticides?

Pesticides undergo a rigorous scientific assessment process prior to registration. EPA independently
evaluates chemical-specific data to ensure that pesticides can be used safely and without unreasonable
adverse effects to the environment when label directions are followed. In response to public interest in
PEAS chemicals, the EPA Office of Pesticide Programs previously determined that there were no
pesticide active or inert ingredients with structures similar to prominent PFAS such as PFOS, PFOA,

and GenX. As further due diligence, we are now working with other offices in EPA {including the Office of
Research and Development) to further evaluate structures by applying the latest working definition
from our sister office, the Office of Pollution Prevention and Toxics (OPPT), which manages the Toxic
Substances Control Act [TSCA] program.

OPPT applies the following “working definition” when identifying PEAS on the TSCA Inventory: a
structure that contains the unit R-CE2-CF(R'}{R"}, where R, R', and R'' do not equal "H" and the carbon-
carbon bond s saturated (note: branching, heteroatoms, and cyclic structures are included). Under
FIFRA Section 6{(a){2), pesticide registrants should report to EPA additional factual information on
unreasonable adverse effects, including metabolites, degradates, and impurities (such as PEAS). EPA
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considers any level of PEAS to be potentially toxicologically significant and may trigger 159.179(b) in the
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).

* Question: There appear to be a few registered active ingredients that meet the working

definition, such as pyrifluquinazon and broflaonilide. How does EPA address this situation given
the information above?

2. Why are HDPE containers fluorinated?

Information EPA currently has on fluorinated HDPE containers indicates that they are treated inside and
outside through fluorination, a process that creates a chemical barrier for a pre-produced container to
prevent changes in chemical composition. Using fluorous sealed technology improves container stability,
and is intended to make containers less permeable, reactive and dissolvable.

3. What PFAS compounds were detected on or in the containers?

To date, testing on a limited number of fluorinated HDPE containers used by one pesticide product
supplier show presence of the following PFAS compounds. Testing was performed by rinsing both the
interior and exterior {when appropriate) of the container with methanol and analyzing the rinsates using
a method modified from the [ HYPERLINK

"https://cfpub.epa.gov/si/si_public_record Report.cfm?dirEntryld=343042&Lab=NERL" ].

Abbreviated nameFull name

PEBA Perfluoro-butanoic acid
PFPeA Perfluoro-pentanoic acid
PEHxA Perfluoro-hexanoic acid
PEHpA Perfluoro-heptanoic acid
PEOA Perfluoro-octanoic acid
PENA Perfluoro-nananoic acid
PEDA Perfluoro-decanoic acid
PEUdA Perfluoro-undecanoic acid

e Question. Is information in the FDA letter ([ HYPERLINK
"https://www.fda.gov/media/151326/download?utm_medium=email&utm_source=govdelivery
" 1) considered in the context of these results? Hos FPA taken note of the information on
different methods of fluorination of HDPE containers? Certain methods include conditions where
PEAS compounds are not formed as part of the fluorination process,

4. In what amounts were PFAS detected?

Results from testing samples of fluorinated and non-fluorinated HDPE containers, both unused and
containing a mosquito control pesticide product, were found to contain varying levels of PEAS. After
completing a robust quality assurance and quality control process, EPA can confirm that it has detected
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eight different PFAS from the fluorinated HDPE containers, with levels ranging from 20-50 parts per
billion. [ HYPERLINK "https://www.epa.gov/pesticides/rinses-selected-fluorinated-and-non-fluorinated-
hdpe-containers” 1.

¢ Question: Can EPA provide an update on the container rinsate testing?

5. What do we know about these PFAS chemicals?

EPA researchers are working to understand how exposure to PFAS may be harmful to people and to the
environment. These studies allow the agency to better understand how harmful specific chemicals can
be and help prioritize the agency’s work to protect public health. To learn more about the concrete
steps the Agency is taking to address PFAS and to protect public health, please read [ HYPERLINK
"https://www.epa.gov/pfas/epas-pfas-action-plan" ].

EPA continues to compile and assess human and ecological toxicity information on PEAS to support risk
management decisions. EPA continues to work on toxicity assessments for GenX chemicals and PEBS.
EPA is also developing toxicity assessments through its Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS)
Program for PEBA, PFHxA, PFHXS, PENA, and PEDA. Draft IRIS assessments are expected in 2021, more
information is available at [ HYPERLINK "https://www.epa.gov/iris/iris-program-outlook” ]

EPA is applying high-throughput toxicology testing to study the toxicity of the larger universe of PEAS.
Laboratory and epidemiological studies on PFOA have shown the potential for adverse effects, such as
developmental, thyroid, liver, and immune system effects and cancer.

e Question: Does EPA have updates on this effort?

6. Do we know to what degree long term storage or hot/cold storage conditions might affect the
concentration of PEAS leaching?

EPA anticipates the length of time and the conditions under which the product was stored in fluorinated
containers could affect the actual concentration of PFAS found in the product itself. EPA is planning to
conduct a study to determine under what conditions, generally, PFAS compounds will leach from
container walls into the pesticide products.

e  Question: Does EPA have updates on this effort?

7. What consideration, if any, is being given to pesticide container recycling programs in regard to the
fluorinated HDPE containers?

EPA has been in contact with the Ag Container Recycling Council. As more information becomes
available, EPA will continue to work in collaboration with other federal entities to provide guidance to
states and localities that may be affected by PEAS.

e Question: Does EPA have updates on this effort?
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8. Should people be concerned about the possibility of being exposed to PFAS from pesticide
container contamination? What about other containers?

The PEAS detections in rinsate from the tested containers do not represent PFAS concentrations in the
environment or human exposure to PEAS. While EPA is early in its investigation, the agency will use all
available regulatory and non-regulatory tools to determine the scope of this emerging issue and its
potential impact on human health and the environment.

e Question: Does EPA have updates on this effort?

9. When did EPA first learn of this contamination? What steps have been taken since initial PFAS
discovery in the pesticide product?

On September 1, 2020, Public Employees for Environmental Responsibility (PEER) contacted the
Massachusetts Reclamation Board, the Massachusetts Department of Agricultural Resources’ {(MDAR)
Division of Pest Services, and other state agencies claiming that there were unspecified PEAS in a
pesticide used for mosquito control. EPA Region 1 was notified that same day.

Since being notified, EPA has worked diligently in conjunction with the Massachusetts Department of
Environmental Protection (MassDEP] to request samples of the pesticide product and analyze the
identified product at different steps of production and manufacturing to determine whether PEAS are
present, including issuing an information request to the pesticide registrant on October 5, 2020, seeking
information on the affected pesticide's production, sales and distribution.

In December 2020, rinsates of used and unused fluorinated HDPE containers used to store and transport
the pesticide product yielded results supporting that the source of contamination is associated with the
fluorinated HDPE containers. EPA has been in close contact with MDAR, the pesticide registrant and the
fluorinated HDPE container treatment company to discuss the issue, as well as to obtain the materials
heeded to test for PFAS in the product and the fluorinated HDPE containers.

On January 13, 2021, to minimize risks to human health and the environment, EPA asked states with
existing stock of the mosquito product distributed in fluorinated HDPE containers to discontinue use and
hold until its final disposition is determined. The pesticide manufacturer has notified all its customers
regarding management of the product, voluntarily stopped shipments of all products in fluorinated
HDPE containers and is now using non-fluorinated containers.

On January 14, 2021, EPA issued a TSCA subpoena to the company that fluorinates the containers
supplied to the manufacturer of the pesticide in which PFAS was discovered to learn more about the
fuorination process used on the HDPE containers.

e Question: Does EPA have updates on this effort?

EPA is aware that many companies are using fluorinated HDPE containers to store and distribute
pesticide and other products. EPA is actively working with the Food and Drug Administration, the U.S.
Department of Agriculture, and industry and trade orgonizations to raise gwareness of this emerging
issue and discuss expectations of product stewardship. For example, EPA is coordinating with the Ag
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Container Recycling Council, the American Chemistry Council, Crop Life America, the Household &
Commercial Products Association, and the National Pest Management Association.

e Question: Does EPA have updates on this effort?

The agency is also testing different brands of fluorinated containers to determine whether they contain
and/or leach PEAS, and if so, learn the conditions affecting leaching. EPA will present these findings as
expeditiously as possible.

e  Question: Does EPA have updates on this effort?

The agency is encouraging the pesticide industry to explore alternative packaging options, like steel
drums or non-fluorinated HDPE.

e  Question: Does EPA have updates on this effort?

10.What containers are being purchased off the open market for additional testing by EPA and are
they the same level of fluorination as the initial container rinsate testing? If not, is there a reason
similar containers are not being used to perform the leaching studies?

EPA has obtained fluorinated containers from different manufacturers and vendors from open market.
We are exploring numerous brands of containers by different manufacturers and from different vendors
which may be fluorinated by various fluorination operators. Some of the containers from several vendors
are still back-ordered.

The lab is not testing similar containers as those used initially in the rinsate testing because it is
unknown which containers are fluorinated by the same company as the containers that were initially

tested.

e Question: Does EPA have updates on this effort?

11. What should pesticide registrants do if they find PFAS in their production lines?

Under [ HYPERLINK "https://www.epa.gov/pesticide-incidents/incident-reporting-pesticide-
manufacturers-registrants” ], pesticide registrants should report to EPA additional factual information
oh unreasonable adverse effects, including metabolites, degradates, and impurities (such as PFAS). EPA
considers any level of PFAS to be potentially toxicologically significant and may trigger 159.179(b} in the
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR). Under [ HYPERLINK "https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-
idx?SID=680dff323249c84b0f88ddd044793a71&mc=true&node=pt40.24.159&rgn=div5" ], 6{a}(2]
information about impurities must be received by EPA no later than the 30th calendar day after the
registrant first possesses or knows of the information.

Page [ PAGE ] of [ NUMPAGES ]

ED_012965_00001988-00008



STATE FIFRA ISSUES RESEARCH & EVALUATION GROUP {SFIREG)
JOINT MEETING OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ISSUES (EQI) AND
PESTICIDE OPERATIONS AND MANAGEMENT (POM) COMMITTEES
Questions for Agenda Topics
Virtual meeting: September 20-21, 2021

In a shared interest to remove PEAS from the environment, if companies find PFAS in their product, they
should notify EPA and take action to remove contaminated product. If product packaging is suspected as
a source and you are considering replacing the packaging, please consult with EPA on data to be
submitted for review prior to distribution of the pesticide product with the alternative packaging.

e (uestion: Has EPA received notifications in the context the information above?

12. How is EPA coordinating with other federal partners to address this issue?

EPA is in close communication with the Food and Drug Administration (FDA} and the U.S. Department of
Agriculture (USDA) to understand the extent and significance of the PFAS contamination. As more
information becomes available, EPA will continue to work in collaboration with other federal entities to
provide guidance to states and localities that may be affected by PEAS.

e Question: Does EPA have updates on this effort?

13. EPA has indicated a “clean up” of PFAS in the Pesticide Inert Finder database as the database
includes some PFAS compounds. EPA further indicated that even though these compounds were
listed, they do not occur in currently registered pesticide products. Could an update be given on the
effort to clean up the inert database?

EPA continues to update its public-facing InertFinder database to remove legacy entries for chemicals
that are not currently in use.

e Question: Does EPA have updates on this effort?

14. Does EPA allow pesticide manufacturers to include PFAS in their formulations as inert ingredients
which do not have to be reported?

No, EPA requires all inert ingredients in pesticide formulations to be reported as part of the Confidential
Statement of Formula.

15. Do the data requirements for containers require infarmation about fluorination to be submitted if
containers are fluorinated?

Yes, EPA’s storage and stability/corrosion characteristics data requirements require registrants to
provide details on the type of container used to distribute the product commercially, which can include
fluorinated High-Density Polyethylene (HDPE) containers.

e Question: Is the information in the FDA letter ([ HYPERLINK
"https://www.fda.gov/media/151326/download?utm_medium=email&utm_source=govdelivery

"1} being considered with these dato requirements?

16. Do existing FIFRA container regulations address the use of fluorinated HDPE containers?
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FIFRA pesticide container regulations do not specifically address the fluorination of plastic containers,
i.e., the regulations do not require fluorination nor do they prohibit fluorination of plastic pesticide
containers. However, some of the Department of Transportation requirements that are referred to and
adopted in the pesticide container regulations may impact a pesticide manufacturer’s decision to
fluorinate containers. Discussions with the regulated industry are needed to better understand the
impact of certgin contginer reguirements on o company’s determingtion about whether fluorinated
containers are needed.

e Question: Does EPA have updates on this effort?

17. How will EPA keep the public informed as more information becomes available?

Along with keeping close communication with federal entities, states and localities, EPA will post
updates on this webpage as the issue evolves. For any stakeholder questions regarding this issue not
covered in this FAQ, you are welcome to contact EPA at [ HYPERLINK
"mailto:pesticidepackaging@epa.gov" ]. For any media inquiries, please email [ HYPERLINK
"mailto:press@epa.gov" ].

Information for States

1. What advice should states and local mosquito control districts follow for making their purchasing
decisions now?

States and local mosquito control districts are encouraged to contact their pesticide suppliers if there
are questions about potential for PEAS in pesticide products they have purchased or intend to purchase.
As the issue evolves, EPA will continue to communicate its findings to the states,

e Question: Does EPA have updates on this effort?

2. What are the alternatives to Anvil 10+10 for mosquito spray, and are the alternative pesticide
products stored the same way?

Anvil 10+10 is one of many adulticides registered for use in public health mosquito control programs.
Mosquitos pose a significant public health threat and can transmit serious diseases and viruses such as
malaria, dengue virus, Zika and West Nile virus, which can lead to disabling and potentially deadly
effects (such as encephalitis, meningitis and microcephaly). EPA and the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention (CDC) work closely with each other and with other federal, state, and local agencies to
protect the public from mosquito-borne diseases. [ HYPERLINK "https://www.epa.gov/mosquitocontrol”
1

Fluorinated polyethylene and HDPE are used for numerous applications such as food packaging and
containers for chemical storage, including pesticides. This is the first time that EPA has been aware of
flourinated HDPE container use as a potential source of PEAS contamination in a pesticide. EPA is using
its authorities under FIFRA and TSCA to obtain more information about the potential scope of this
contamination and to evaluate whether other regulated products may be affected.
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e Question: Is the information in the FDA letter { [ HYPERLINK
"https://www.fda.gov/media/151326/download?utm_medium=email&utm_source=govdelivery
"1} being considered in this context?

3. What should states and others do with existing stock of Anvil 10+10?

To minimize risks to public health and the environment, EPA asked states with existing stock of the
mosquito product distributed in HDPE containers to discontinue use and contact the manufacturer
about their product exchange program.

4. Will affected products be placed under Stop Sale/Stop Use by EPA or State Lead Agencies?

EPA will respond to any additional PEAS supply-chain contamination issues on a case-by-case basis. For
example, EPA worked with the mosquito product manufacturer to remove contaminated product from
the supply chain.

e Question: Does EPA have updates on this effort?

5. Will there be a similar response from EPA regarding Permanone 30-30?

EPA has received the letter and data from PEER on Permanone 30-30 and is reviewing as part of the
agency's ongoing efforts to investigate PFAS contamination in pesticide products. EPA is committed to
taking action to better understand and ultimately reduce the potential risks caused by these chemicals,
including how to address PFAS contamination. EPA’s actions to address these chemicals will be
underpinned by science and will support the agency’s efforts to develop effective regulation and provide
improved public health protections for all Americans. EPA continues to work closely with the entities
involved and their supply and distribution chains, mosquito control districts, the pesticide and packaging
industry, federal partners, states, and tribes that may be affected to provide information and guidance
on next steps. The agency is encouraging the pesticide industry to explore alternative packaging options.
EPA understands the need to provide guidance to states, tribes, and other users as they prepare to
purchase mosquito control products for 2021 and will provide more information as it continues its
investigation.

e  Question: Does EPA have updates on this effort?

6. Are there continued considerations being given regarding State Lead Agency laboratories providing
analytical support? if s0, what are they?

EPA is actively communicating with state partners and their laboratories. For state Iasboratories that are
interested in sharing samples, we encourage them to reach out to the BEAD/Ft. Meade lab to discuss
laboratory equipment requirements.

e Questions: Does EPA and/or Ft. Meade lab have updates on this effort? What is the status of
analytical method development and approval for PEAS residues in pesticides?
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